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The 1n>i.^ outstanding in the Office Action mailed August 14. 2<)<)2. arc the rejections 
under 35 L'.S.C ^1(*2. l')3 and the doctrine of ob\ lousticss-type double patenting. 
Reconsideration of all these issues, in \ ie\\ of the follow mg discussion, is respectfully requested. 

Rejecti on I nder 35 1. .S.C ^ 1 <>2 

Claims 1 - 1 ~ hav e been rejected under 3 5 CS.C < 1 < »2( f) and claims 1-4. "-11 and 14-1" 
ha\ e been rejected under >5 CS.C C < >2( e » o\ er lehinose et al. '2oS. common!) assigned w ith 
the present application. Reconsideration of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

It is respectfully submitted that the disclosure of lehinose does not anticipate the present 
claims. For example, patentees formula II in column 1 of the patent does not teach selection ol 
ring A in the present formula I as phenylcne. Thus, at bea. it is submitted that the *2o$ patent 
arguabA is ieie\ant with respect to an obviousness rejection. However, in view ot the common 
ow nership of the '20S patent and the present application, it is submitted that such a rejection 
should not be made. Withdrawal of the rejections in items 2 and 3 at page 2 of the Office Action 
are therefore respectfully requested. 

Reje cti ons I "nder : o CS.C ^ i ( ' ; 

Claims 5-0 and 13 are rejected under 35 L'.S.C CC over lehinose '2oS. As discussed 
abo\e. the common ownership of the : 2oN patent and the present application, at me time the later 
i : i \ e ; 1 1 1 c u w as mad c , o h \ i a t e s tins re i e c 1 1 o n . I h u > . w \ 1 1 id ;a w a i o I this r e | e c 1 1 o n is also 
respect t ul 1 > requested. 

Claim 1 2 has also been rejected under 35 L '.S.C ^ i C o\ er lehinose '2 ON. further in \ icw 
of I leckmeier et ai. 'C3. Reconsideration of this rejection is also respect t"ull\ requested. Not 
oifi\ is die '2 o>. patent remo\ ed as a reference, as discussed abo\ e. but I leckmeier is also 
common! \ owned (and was common I \ ow ncd ) at the time the m\ cut ion was made. 1 bus. this 
reiection should also not be sustained, as the references are una\ ai lable. Withdrawal thereot is 
thcicforc respcctfulh requested. 
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Fmallv. claims 1-11 and 1 3-1 ~ ha\ e been rejected under 3 5 I S.C . ^ 1 ( )2i e i 1 < C o\ er 
Yanai et al. '355. Reconsideration of tliis rejection is also respect full) requested. It is 
respectfullv submitted that hxamplc ^. noted in the Office Action, does not anticipate the present 
claims, \lorco\er. me disclosure of the patent does not suggest the present h claimed mix lures in 
\ie\v of the numerous selections which would have to be made in order to arn\e at a mixture 
within the present scope. Thus, withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

I lLl!ljj_k tentin g 

Claims 1-11 and 1 3-1 ™ ha\ e been rejected as allegedly being directed to an m\ ention not 
natentably distinct from claims 1-5. "-12. 14. 16-1 "and 1 M lchinose '26S. As discussed abo\ e. 
applicants hereby affirm that the applications were commonly owned at the time the present 
invention was made. Thus, this issue is moot. 

Claims 1-4. 1 and 14-1" have also been rejected under the doctrine of ob\ lousness- 
tvpe double patenting over the above claims of lehmose '26S. Reconsideration of this rejection is 
respectfully requested. Although the claims overlap, arguably, it is submitted that this is 
insufficient to support an ohvicjusncss-iypc double patenting rejection. It is submitted that the 
claims of the patent must render the present claims ob\ ions, for such a rejection to be supported, 
see /// /v Kaplan. 22^1 SPQ 6~S ( fed. Cir. 1 l )S6 ). No show mg of ob\ iousness has been made 
and it is submitted that the rejection should therefore be withdrawn. 

Should the hxaminer ha\ e any questions or comments, he is cordially un ited to 
telephone the tindeisigned at the number indicated below. 
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( 'ommissioner is hereby authorized to charge am fees associated with this response or 
credit any o\ erpaymcnt to Deposit Account No. 13-34o2. 

Res pec 11 iilJv submitted. 

- " . / 

Harry B. Sluibin. Reg. No. 32. <)<>4 
Attorney .Agent tor Applicant! s ) 

Mil 1 1 V Will I I . /T.l WO ^ B R A \ H j A \ . PC. 

Arlington C oiirtlnuisc Ha/a 1. Suite l-iuo 

22u<) Clarendon Boule\ aid 

Arlington. \ uginia 222<U 

1 elephone: ("02) 243-0233 

1 aeMmile: ( "03 ) 243-04 1 () 
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\ FUSION WITH MARKINGS TO SHOW CHANXiKS MM) K 

IN 1 HI CLAIMS 

Please amend elaim 1 as follows: 

1 . ( Amended ) A liquid-crystalline medium based on a mixture of polar 
compounds ha\ me ncaam c dielectric anisotrop\ , comprising at least one compound of formula 


F 


M 


and at least one compound of formula 12 

r 2, — , h ■ — : h - a,kep y ! 


m w Inch 

R . R ' " and R : are each, independently of one another, alkyl or alkein 1 ha\ iuli up to 1 5 

carbon atoms which is unsubst it tiled, monosubsti luted by CN or CP ; or at 
lea^t monosubstituted by haloeen. where one or more Ci P e r oups in, these 
radicals mav also, in cacti case ino.epeiKlenti\ oi one anothc:. Pc ur..:^\: 


b\ -O-. -S-. Xx -' X . A' ( . -CO-. A OAK OA O- or -O-PO-O- in 
such a wa\ that () atoms are not linked dircctK to one another. 


< is -C';H;-. All CI P. AT-PO-. A or a smeie bond,, and 

iiken\ ! :s slraient-cliain aiken\ i ha \ me 2-0 carbon atoms. 
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